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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-11, drawn to a video recording system, classified in class 348, 
subclass 376. 

II. Claims 12-17, drawn to a method of configuring a video recording system, 
classified in class 717, subclass 168.The inventions are distinct, each from the other 
because of the following reasons: 

2. Inventions I and II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together 
in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in 
scope and are not obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination 
is separately usable. In the instant case, subcombination invention I has separate utility 
such as a video recording system for recording video and audio which does not include 
the software configuration method as recited in Invention II. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

3. The examiner has required restriction between subcombinations usable together. 
Where applicant elects a subcombination and claims thereto are subsequently found 
allowable, any claim(s) depending from or otherwise requiring all the limitations of the 
allowable subcombination will be examined for patentability in accordance with 37 CFR 
1.104. See MPEP § 821.04(a). Applicant is advised that if any claim presented in a 
continuation or divisional application is anticipated by, or includes all the limitations of, a 
claim that is allowable in the present application, such claim may be subject to 
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provisional statutory and/or nonstatutory double patenting rejections over the claims of 
the instant application. 

4. Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given 
above and there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required 
because the inventions have acquired a separate status in the art in view of their 
different classification, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

5. Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given 
above and there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required 
because the inventions require a different field of search (see MPEP § 808.02), 
restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

6. During a telephone conversation with Mr. Dennis Palatov on May 31 , 2007 a 
provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, 
claims 1-11. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this 
Office action. Claims 12-17 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 
37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

7. The references listed on the Information Disclosure Statement filed on 2/12/2004 
have been considered by examiner (see attached PTO/SB/09). 

Claim Objections 

8. Claims 1-3, 8, 9, and 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1 should be ended with a period instead of a semicolon. 
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Each instance of the abbreviation 'MDC should be expanded to 'miniature digital 
camcorder 1 in claims 1-3, 8, 9, and 11. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Strub et 
al. (US 6,563,532 B1). 

As to claim 1 , Strub et al. discloses a video recording system (200) comprising: 
A MDC (701 ) further comprising: 

• An Optical Lens (col. 17, lines 35-36); 

• An Image Sensor (col. 68, lines 6-10); 

• A CPU (304) capable of real time encoding of digital video from data generated 
by said Image Sensor (col. 11, lines 42-45); 

• A solid state Storage Subsystem (305) capable of storing said digitally encoded 
video (col. 34, lines 57-67); 

• A Power Subsystem (col. 12, lines 18-20); and 

• An Enclosure (col. 17, line 33); 
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A miniature Remote Control (702) unit further comprising at least: 

• A Start control (col. 47, lines 8-1 1 ); and 

• A Stop control (col. 47, lines 8-1 1 ); and 

• A Communications Link (col. 64, lines 8-12); 

Said MDC being responsive to commands transmitted by said Remote Control unit by 
means of said Communications Link, said commands further comprising at least: 

• A Start command (col. 47, lines 8-1 1 ); and 

• A Stop command (col. 47, lines 8-1 1 ); 

Said MDC not having a means for viewing said encoded digital video (col. 45, lines 36- 
37, 48-51). 

As to claim 2, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 , said MDC not 
having user-operable controls (i.e., data acquisition unit is separate from control 
interface and system control units; col. 67, lines 34-37). 

As to claim 3, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 wherein said 
Storage Subsystem of said MDC is removable (col. 34, lines 47-51). 

As to claim 4, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 wherein said 
Communication Link is wireless (col. 64, lines 27-32). 
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As to claim 5, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 wherein said 
Communication Link is a cable (col. 65, lines 15-16). 

As to claim 6, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 wherein said 
Power Subsystem is a battery (col. 12, lines 18, 20). 

As to claim 7, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 wherein said 
Remote Control unit is configured so as to be mountable on user's index finger and 
operable by user's thumb (col. 45, line 55-58, col. 54, lines 26-29). 

As to claim 8, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 wherein said 
Enclosure of said MDC is less than six cubic inches in volume (col. 14, lines 17-30). 

As to claim 9, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 wherein said 
Enclosure of said MDC is waterproof (col. 70, lines 23-24). 

As to claim 1 0, Strub et al. teaches a video recording system of claim 1 , further 
comprising an Audio Recorder (303), said Audio Recorder comprising at least: A 
microphone (col. 21, lines 25-27); A Power Subsystem (col. 12, lines 18-20); and A 
Storage Subsystem (305); Said Audio Recorder being responsive to Commands 
transmitted by said Remote Control unit by means of said Communications Link (col. 
59, lines 23-35). 
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1 1 . Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bjorklund et 
al. (US 7,126,926 B1). 

As to claim 1 1 , Bjorklund et al. teaches a video recording system (600) comprising: 

• A Remote Control unit (e.g., base stations 640, 670); 

• A plurality of MDC units (610, 620); and 

• A wireless Communications Link (660); 

Said plurality of MDC units being responsive to Commands transmitted by said 
Remote Control unit by means of said Communications Link (col. 8, lines 28-29); 
Said Remote Control unit having a predetermined unique ID code (e.g., NodelD; col. 
14, lines 4-5); 

Said Commands comprising at least said unique ID code; Said plurality of MDC units 
configurable to respond exclusively to Commands comprising said unique ID code 
(col. 14, lines 15-17). 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Barraclough (US 7,202,884 B1) discloses a surveillance method and system. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chia-Wei A. Chen whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1707. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30 - 17:00 EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, NgocYen Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-7320. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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